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REMARKS 

Applicant appreciates the Examit,er's thorough exarmnation of the subject 
apphcahon ar,d requests reconsideration of the subject application. 

C'-- 1-6 and 8-28 are pending in the subject application. Clain,s 1 . 8 and 28 

1, and 28 ,s found throughout ti,e Specification, as filed, and no new matter is 
presented by the antendment. The Applicant requests that the E,^iner enter le 
instant supplemental amendment to the claims. 

35U.S.O ^ll2Reiectinn, 
Claims 1-6 and 8-28 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph as being indefinite. The Office asserts that: 

to afiphSs,~ti: SSl^'l"/''' "".T-"'"" - 

diols Hie daim iS^rfl d ' ! l^"* f '^'"""^ ^^ducts of aromatic 

^comprises" two dSs^J-^^rtTlTSS^^r 
rlTui^^srert'str^rr 

does not proWbJofter t™erof dr„r!:^h. "^'^ '° " 

speciflcau^on (page 10 IkJaifcSls for o^^'Tf - appUcanfs 
dimethanol. Ifpp^cant sTou/J ^ i^^'^^l' i:^^^?^'^^''^^ 
present are selected fi-om ■ instead of -t^ ! i . , 
consisting of at least onTlcinLTdlol mo'^ """^ 

View /^f *at the claim rejections have been overcome in 

vew of the amendments made herein. In particular. Applicants have amended claim 1 
m hne wti, ti.e Examiner, suggestions. Reconsideration and withdrawal of tte 
rejections is respectfully requested. 

2- 35 U.S.C Sin9/sio,-,RHe,^i„„. 
Claims 1-6. 8-13, 20, 22, 23 and 25 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C §102(b| 

naraaa. The Office asserts that: 

95/5 rata (cX^ sTtae Ttlt' 1* ^'l^-"--'^ ^ a 2/98 to 
beingnaphUenedii^b^Slic-a^idTolS^^^^^^^^^ 
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and comparison 25 are particularly relevant. StabiHzers (column 5, lines 
16-17) can be present. 



Further, claims 1-6, 8-15, 20-28 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Harada in view of Allen and Hirose. The Office asserts that: 

Harada does not suggest sterilizing his blend or adding radiation 
stabilizers. 

AUen teaches (column 2, line 26) blends of PC and copolyesters 
can be steriUzed by radiation. Also note, Allen suggests naphthalene 
dicarbojqrlic acid units (column 4, line 41) in the copolyester. 

Hirose teaches a certain radiation stabilizer for PC/polyester 
blends (col 7, line 15-20), triazines, phenols (column 7, line 31) and ester 
lubricants (column 7, Une 30) are appropriate inclusions. 

It would have been obvious to include any common additive to 
Harada's blend for the expected advantages and irradiate the final 
product for sterilization. 



Further, claims 1-6, 8-19 and 21-28 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C.§103(a) 
being unpatentable over Harada in view of Mizutani. The Office asserts that: 

Harada does not suggest lubricants/release agents for his PC 
composition. Mizutani Usts many release agents known for use with PC 
(column 5, lines 1-21). Use of any of these fatty acid esters and/or fatty 
alcohol esters would have been prima facie obvious. 

Mitzutani also teaches PC is radiation sterilizable with the 
inclusion of polyester radiation stabilizers and phosphates (column 5 



Applicants respectfully traverse. 



Applicants claim, in claim 1 , a thermoplastic resin composition comprising a 
transparent aromatic thermoplastic resin (a) and a copolyester resin (b). Copolyester 
resin (b) comprises at least two kinds of dicarboxylic acid moieties and at least one 
kind of diol moiety. AU of the diol moieties are selected from the group consisting of 
aliphatic diol moieties, aromatic diol moieties, ethylene oxide adducts of aromatic diol 
moieties and combinations thereof. 1 to 50 mol % of the dicarboxylic acid moieties are 
a naphthalenedicarboxylic acid moiety. Further, the ratio of (a) to the combined 
amount of (a) and (b) is 55 to 99.99% by weight, and the ratio of (b) is 0.01 to 45% by 
weight. Further, the transparent aromatic thermoplastic resin (a) shows a visible fight 
transmittance of not less than 80% when molded into a 3 mm thick product. 
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The Harada reference, on the other hand H, k 
*ol repeat unit i. a mixture of ethylene , 7 T """^"'"^ " 
un... -.-,a.„fthere.n.reZ; "■"-^"''—repeat 

^'™'^^'-^--------re:~^^ 

As provided in MPEP-2 131 a oTo- • 
*n,ent as set forth in the Cain. iJr^T^"^'' ""''^"^ "'-^ 
single Prior art reference. V.r,elZos' T " - a 

1051. 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987, Or^^tT °'' ^ "SR32d 

^- iyo/j. Or stated another WAV «TT, j • 
3ho™ in as con^plete detail as is conta„,ed in thT T ~" 
M<»orCo..868F.2dl226.9USPQ2d. ISlS^st rp T 
- ~o., is not required, the eleven slrh t:^ 
clann. /n re Bon^, ,5 usPQ2d 1566 (Fed. ^1990! " 
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-t out above, Harada requires that « " ^'^ - 
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likewise, are not anticipated by Harada. '""^ "^^^ ^ ^d. 

To establish a prima facie case nf • 

Firs, there „us. he .o„e su Jsl " 1 T"^-"^^^' *™ "^'^ ^^'^ -st be ntet. 

themselves or in the knowledf -'•'■'^""a 
-ify the reference ri~----"---ary s« , 
reasonable e^^^ TjZT a 

combined, must teach or suggest all ^ ,' "^^^^ "^en 

.0 n^al^e the claimed combmi: 11'! r^"^' " ~ 

both be found in the prior art and no. ba H "'^"^^^ ™« 

.ousp..di.38ircri;tr~^^ 
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As set forth above. Harada does not teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 
• Further, there is absolutely no suggestion or motivation to modify the Harada 
reference in accordance with Applicants' claim 1. 

Applicants further submit that the present claims are patentable over Harada. 
taken alone or in combination with Allen, Hirose and Mizutani. 

As set out above, all of AppUcants diol moieties are selected from aliphatic diol 
moieties, aromatic diol moieties, ethylene oxide adducts of aromatic diol moieties and 
combinations thereof. Harada does noLdescribe, either expressly or inherently, the 
diol moieties taught by AppUcants. Rather, as set out above, Harada requires that at 
least one diol moiely is an alicvclic diol . 

Further, Allen, Hirose and Mizutani do not remedy the deficiencies of the 
Harada reference. Rather, Allen, Hirose and Mizutani are cited merely to show 
methods of stabilizing polycarbonate/polyester blends. 

Accordingly, claim 1 is patetnable over Harada in view of Allen, Hirose and 
Mizutani. Claims 2-6 and 8-28 depend from claim 1 and, likewise, are patetnable over 
Harada in view of AUen, Hirose and Mizutani. 



CONCLUSION 

In light of the above amendments. Applicant respectfuUy requests early 
consideration and allowance of the subject application. 

Applicants believe that additional fees are not required in connection with the 
consideration of the within matter. However, if for any reason a fee is required, a fee 
paid is inadequate or credit is owed for any excess fee paid, you are hereby authorized 
and requested to charge Deposit Account No. 04-1105. 

Should the Examiner wish to discuss any of the amendments and/or remarks 
made herein, the undersigned attorney would appreciate the opportunity to do so. 



